Dear Jim 


Our 1 / 2/74 Heating with CIA General Counsel Warner l/5/W- 

After we left and tfben I was driving hose several ideas came to me, several 

recollections of seemingly small things, mid I was very** sorry I bad not tauen & tape 
recorder so I could jaake notes while 1 drove. I’m sure there are someof these lit lie 
things that wg nay want to recall later. 

While I kept attributing his supposed lack of knowledge to his people not leve ll i n g 

vrith him, I think that need not be the exaplanation. For one thing, he could not have had 

only sy first letter to Belas and known that Helms* office had finally sent as:? his 
speech. Shat, as I dia not toll bin, was not sent until my second letter, which he did 
not have. He had a xerox of the first, not the original. 


I was not at all certain that we were not taped, whether or not bugged, although 
we did not discuss this. I decided on the joshing approach as we were walking to his office 
with Sue, apparently his secretary. In looking back on it, I think it vt s the correct 
aamer for a number, including psychological reasons. I’m glad you did not find it in 
any way offensive. I think it nay have been raore effective when I could specify as I did. 

Ho finally started making notes on these things. 


Hut 1 did not t h i nk it would have been productive to chide him for being unpre- 
pared after you asked his to as i*d asked you to® Bar did I think it would have served 
any useful purpose to accuse hia of bullshitting us. I think it was better to pretend that 
his people wereplaying games with jam. meanwhile, it gave me an. opportunity for laying it 
out for him, so ho can see he does have a choice, Be can check what 1 said ana tie* 11 find 
1 was noth bullshitting his in saying that he would, if this position, persisted, ho con- 
fronted with facing the same and more questions in court and under oath, with, the probability 
of then facing considerations of perjury and its subornation, (lou case in at just the 
right time with just the right comment on tiais* that he could believe us or not, we did 
have proof and did Isave copies.) 


These guys never become 
were transparent and I thought 
that in the face of them there 


good liars because they are not real spooks. Sis semantics 
it best to pin him on them right off the bat end tell him 
could be no cooperation from ub. And note that while I kep$ 


putting it as his people not levelling with hiia, the very first thing 1 had demo -when I 
could see that ail ho had in the open on his desk, was my first letter to him I had asked 
him if he had asked for everything they had on m and he had said no. Ho it was all polite 
but it is apparent that it was not his people playing games with hjUa but loin trying to 


play gesiws with us. 


I had purposes in going back over that old OSS stuff. My reason for the Paris~es.se 
recollection (and the opportunity it gave from mentioning KcKayS ) was not just chitchat. 

Bor was my reason just needling him when I cemented that his legal office had fucked that 
case up and I had cleaned up after them- and won for them when they bad failed. With all of 
this I was giving Marion indication of how good toy memory w%s arid of the kinds of things 
X have done, inference can still do. If this was taped, we will be better off because it 
will give a message to others if he missed it. So will otter parts, like the reality, net 
a put-on, of what they can face in court. 


it was Kind of a game, mice xn teaphie with Carlisle one Lame. can new wonder 
how much X have and know .and how much I can elicit in in tarrosatcries or from witnesses. 
But he has what ho can check ansi will find, true and this begins with what ho admitted he 
had to have, my old OHS file. This, besides what I told him, will toll him that once ttere 
was any interest in me, that file would have provided the- basis for further interest and 
inquiry, thu3 also my reference to the at least two other agencies with filer, of which I 
knew. This is why r mentioned two embassies v there are more) and at least two phones on 
which I knew I was overheard. Also why I volunteered that I had never been a Communist 


and never been anybody's agents except the British’s and how that came to pass so there 
could b-- no reasonable question about it. But it is pretty obvious that if the Bepartmc-nnt 
Oi c ustice asked me to work for British intelligence, I could hardly iiave been a T, rea.“ 



In this I was doing, or trying to do, sore than I said. A salujarat * ioiew ucsrt- .y 
gmnh what could be alleged end what could or nould not be true. What I was trying to get 
'ut 


accross as tne 

-e t-,4- 


iility of trying to tillage that they had a proper counter-intelligence 
iterest in ne when they combined tills oast with th*: wore recent visits I had made with 
X writings to foreign embassies in which I was spotted or overheard on the phonos. - aade 

not; the two 1 had in mind when i said they had 
>r these in Edna then, jay effort (ultimately 


no reference to these phones. These were not 
to have overheard se on two. 1 had only one of 


,iXs * ii. c*.o»~*ca. 


- f» fl 


stion, frora Revolucion * She FSI 5 , 


successful) to get u&s*sro s apeooii on 
gWeh CIa runs, has to have that, by the way. 

Here also X hud a point. 1 don’t know if it is the case, but X think that all th 
aeeaed to be idle chitchat wasn't and anyone listening or reviewing a recording _taay^ 
usderstraid that 1 had a 


joint with each. Her© it was addressing their traditional defense, 


one with which they haveprevaiied in court. I have a file on it and it ia in mv juBnsaxction, 
Baltimore federal court.' It is the Heine case, They interpret it as oeaning that they have 
a legislated license to do wnat otherwise would be wrong, in That case label. X w&o trying 
to tell then that it ,.ould not woih and why it would not while suggesting a lank to the 
current disclosures, fc&vUuLouing only doKay.hnd first anoiidaeri. (a no publxsne# A dxd net 
name when X referred hie to page Ipb, Int 4 , as Horton, but again this was relevant in 
addressing this same point, what tjiey will not bn nbA© to gft away wath alleging, “t is 
to tell him that the truth is exactly the opposite with tzc») 

These were subtleties that way serve no point if we were not eavesdropped upon or 
if he is not sharp if we were not but can be useful if he is sharper than lx- sconce, to 
'bo or if we were eavesdropped upon. However, I was truthful am. we will be able to refer 
to there things later if they serve a purpose. Two of us to obs of him, hu the wsy* co-os 
suggest he wan mliing a tape somehow, 

Vlhile 1 was being honest and frying to be helpful to Mia if he were being truthful 
~r r? needing snore leads and indorsation, x mso folt tl at separating anti distinguishing 
would be useful to all, concerned, with, eavesdropping, when a uist in g u iflhea between soiid 

reason to believe aiid suspicion that were not 
vdth suggestions about discovery and intexro- 
1 confront then •..1th a choice between levelling 
,ch serves our interest* 


proof and docuiae uls in hand, sub st anti 
without a reasonable basis* fisis combines 
gatories should be of soes© impact ana wil 
ana stonewalling right at the outset, vhi 

he'll see. I hope it wasn't too subtle. 

Assuming eavesdropping, our reaction to his introducing Bud's name should be^of 
interest to theau They can't anticipate that we could have anticipated this and we dj.dn’t. 
So, they have our spontaneous reaction, not anxiety to be closely associate** with his 
beliefs. However, I find how 3 iud could have been of help to them when he was “'ong’s 
counsel something not obvious and if they had this kind of interest in that subcotmitotse, 
I find it hard to believe that they then would not have Mid. files on both Bud and bong. 
Doth of which he* denied. X onjoyea Ms seeking perplexity when I responded to hin. claim 
to having no files on. 3 ud (how could ho know without chec k i ng enn what occasion die. he 
have for checking?) by saying that I could identify two and was certain oi at least a 
third. \J 3 ill, before you joined us, recalled that I had^ told him October 1 3 and later, 
before 17 , that this was certain.?! s ms also impressed. ) 1 was amused by- 
vigor of Ms negative reaction to sy reference 
that anything they said had to bo false. That i 


the sTxxed end 

so the Watergate committee and his claim 
3 a very sore point* pcvrticularly when ha 


personally has to know that Thompson did see actual files. I have gone, over Thompson's 

' • ’ - ’ - J> --- J -’- ,-rT • them stuff and did disagree 

a long oh£ ; pte: 


work ana there can t oe any real question for the UAH. did show 

with, so.ne of the Boicer/Thosipson interpretation. X have written a long chapter on fids. 
However* reminding his, with this as a springboard, that wo ha d taken a case to the Supreme 
w 0 urt under ,ith Bud and that the befcate had found this case a reason to amend the 
law which he now finds so complicated might be helpful ini te llin g them tlicit wo can 
persevere, lour coming in at this point to say that you alone had handled the case that 
produied the transcript was perfect timing, for it wao also a neat subtlety that they can 
interpret as Cleaning that wo are past the Bud cowardliness. 





In tills I warn doing, or trying zo uo, iww 
auoh whav could bo alleged and what could or could not * true. What I was trying to get 
aecross is the futility of trying to allege that they hat a proper co^ter-intel_a^n^ 
interest in ae when they combined this pant with tlv; raore recent visits ->• has. K&ee *ith 
jnv writings to foreign embassies in whit* I was spotted or overheard on the pboacs. a jaae 
no reference to these phones. These were not the two X had in *4nd whoa 1 said they na» 
to have overheard ae on two. I had only on© of these in zsind than, ey effort ^uivXmte-y 
successful) to get haste©** speech cn the JFd assassination, fros y s v o^ii c j^ . fhe fhAb, 
whir* CIa runs, has to haw that, by the way. 

Sore also I had a point. I don't know if it is the ease, hut I think that all that 
seem ed to be idle chitchat wasn't and anyone listening or reviewing a recording Bay 
understand that I had a point with each. Here it was addressing their traditional aeiense, 
one with they haveprevailed in court. 1 have a file an it end it is in. ay Jiudeaictxon, 

n Q ltinore federal court. It is the Ilei&c case* They interpret it as ©caning that tnsy have 
a legislated license to do what otherwise would be wrong, in that case libel, a was trying 
to tell then that it would not work and why it would not while suggesting a lank to^the 
current disclosures. Mentioning only McKay .i.nd first jiEiendnent. (The published a did not 
naac when X referred bin to page 126, line 4, is Horton, but again this was relevant in 
addressing this same point, what they well, not bo able to get away with alleging. A t as 
to t ell his that the truth is exactly the opposite ’1th rao.i 

Thase were subtleties that acy serve no point if vo were not eavesdropped upon or 
if he is not sharp if we were not out can be useful if he is sharper than h‘ to 

oe or if we were eavesdropped, upon. However, I isas truthful an. va trill h. able to vex or 
to the. .vs tip later if they serve a purpose. Two of us to ofee of his, bu the way, does 

SU^ ;6S^ TefcLS £2Slf0.n. £ ^ H GOi 40/ lO^T • 

While I was being honest arid trying to be- Iselpf'd to hia if he were being truthful 
in needing sore leads and. inforaaticn, I also felt that sepsrating and distinguishing 
would bu useful to ail sonaemod, with eavesdrop ping, when I distinguished between solid 
’<roox nm documents in hand, substantial reason to believe and suspicion that were not 
Without a retusau^ble basin, xhic conbino d with sanctions about discovery and intorro- 
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and stonewalling right at the outset, which servos our interest. 

We’ll see. X iwjj>- it wisn 8 x too subtle. 

iissuising eavesdrop aihg, cur reaction to his introducing bud* s name should. <-*e of 
interest to thee:. They can’t anticipate that we could have anticipated this end ve didn’t. 
So, they have our spontaneous reaction, not anxiety to be closely associated with his 
beliefs. However, X find ho- Bud could have been of help to thra when Iv* was ong s 
counsel southing not obvious and if they had thin kind of interest in that subcommittee* 

X find it hard to believe that they tittup would not have had files on both, hud and Borg, 

Doth of which h* denied. X cr^oyed Ills seecing perplexity vhon I responded to hir claim 
to having no .files on hud (how could ho know without Chocking and sJsat occasion did he 
have for checking?) by saying that I could identify two and was certain of at least a 
third. (Bill, before you Joined us, recalled that I bad told him October 15 snn later, 
before 17, that this ms certain. Jfe was also impressed •) I ms amused by the speed find 
vigor of his negative reaction to ay reference to the Watergate coi-udttee and ros plain 
that anything they said had to bo- false. That is a very wore poin*» purtu.ciu.«s. iB 

personally has to know that Thoiapaon did see actual files. X have gone over ‘fhcansoa’s 
work find there can't be any real question, for the <iu. cici snow t-'soai Qt«ni auu die. wmagree 
with sone of the Bj’icor/Thoupson Interpretation. I haw written a l«Wg chapter on trim. 
However, ressindin^ Mm, with tills as a springboard, that w had taken & esse to the ©uprose 
Court under WI ■ ith Bud and that the Behate had found thin case a reason to asxaoa tiic 
law which he now finds sc ctaaplicatea sigiit be helpful ini telling thus that wo cun 
persevere. lour cooing in at this point to say that you alone auc. handled case that 
produied the transcx’ipt was perfect timing, for it was also a neat suotietj that they can 
interpret as nearing that wo* are past the Bud cowardliness. 



i. bad planned to write a as soon as I got home but that was impossible 

because I had surprise company from Dew York. The small points are now not as clear in 
ray mind and I*ve prooably forgotten some. However?: X have the clear impression that once 
again we worked very well together and that ali± things considered, we did about as well 
under the existing ciremss bancs s as we could expect to* We *11 now have to wait and see. 

My off-the—top feeling is that we took the right line and that if fchere is any 
reason to be patient if and when we hear from bin again we should be — but not if there 
is no reason to be willing to bes patient. 

A few ransdom recollections, not organized, as I can recall them 

Interesting that he did not respond when X asked hie which review of the transcript 
CXA was responsible for, the one that said no or the one that released it. ¥e know but 
he does not know that we know, I enjoyed tills little needling. However, although it was 
spontaneous, not thought out, it also had a points he should know that we are hep. Had 
he not been a bit embarrassed, dg you think he would have blabbed in identifying Dooley 
as Rocca's assistant ana their^4ie»ss#at expert for the Warren Commission? I tw-: nV told 

us ouch in this and did not so intend. 

Why have a separate Oswald expert for the Ccffxrissicn? Why not have a regu la r •Ha-Snnn 
officer handle liaison? Wgy does Dooley not figure in any Commission stuff (of which X 
know), only his boss,Eocca? One of those just eased out, or the coldest of cold warriors. 

And when at was on a level higher than ilocca, then it was Heins, who then was chief dirty- 
worker, not agency chief. 

«hy, in fact, in this division at all? If it my sears natural for that to have been 
under coiuiter-intexligence, this need not bo so ana it is also the domestic operations part, 
which is quite provocative. 

■mere is a clue to this that just about everyone seems to have missed. I have not 
DeeK including it in my (published) writing but X have been aware of it from the beginning 
ana have done some comparison cheeking. There is one enormous gap in the existing Oswald 
record: no CIA interview on his return and that was the function of this division, a proper, 
recogni s ed and publicly-known function. There was one that is suppressed or there was none, 
having none would have to mean having no need for one. However, his believed political v^ews 
would have been no deterrent because they did intrview such partisans as Felix Greene, to" 
wkxa I spoke in 1965 or 19 66. (Greene said they were so incompetent he wound up just te lling 
them whab questions. to ask aa<i what the answers were! )lt was when he was preparing mg 
boox Vietnam. Vietnam! ^ 

However, we should not forget that these are the people who brought us withholding 
on review of the ^transcript, whether or not DJ said the same tiling. Ann ting taring they 
are the one who falsely invoked "national security** whoa there was no basis, not even the 
autnority to begin with. They didn’t even downgrade the classification, they are 
experts in proper classification. 

His special interpretation of the transcript is amusing: Dulles didn’t say what 
he did say. He is upright on their lying and false-swearing. 

Warner did not say whan ho read the transcript. But he seemed to indicate it was 
recently, -erhaps xt was alter the Post story or after Case’s TV use. But ho did seem to 
be saying that it was not when Dooley reviewed, as I recall it. 

Ee made no pretenses about what practise there is after he was aware of iny OSS 
experience, “e did not deny that under practise they would have done as I suggested they 
nad to^have ana thus did have files he claimed not to have seen* Here again you did sons- 
tning z recall but not in detail. I think it was to emphasize that you as a lawyer knew cf 
proofs of two cases. But it was a perfectly-timed comment that war, precisely in point. 
Combined with the futility cf denying I think it got accross eS him for whatever it may 
or may not mean in what they will or will not do or day. 

He did not answer your question, what copy of the transcript did he read? I think 
you repeat eu the question and that I said it was not the one I read* (l think it is not 
inpossible that the call from Francis Scott Kev bookstore was for them. ) Her T-rnmi «» 
as they ail must, that currently this transcript presents them with a serious probK!’ 



Wljy do you suppose that when ± uuest&oneu him he adalttea Doing generally ramiiiar 
with my writing while saying he had not read it? Why did he not merely saj* he had not 
read ay work? I think one possibility is that he lied and had read some, most likely this 
newest book because of the special problems that transcript presents if not in connection 
with the purpose of our visit. Or he could have had it read for his. I th ink that By work 
on Oswald and lit hew Orleans ±3 enough for them to have had an interest, my reference 

to what a said in the first Book a Bout Oswald* s New Orleans career being consistent with 
the establishing of a cover and only that. (Here again I had in mjnd giving him reason 
to believe, if he was being honest with us and I did not believe, that it was inevitable 

the files have to hold mare, and why in this connection, without being more specific, I 

introduced "opo rata anal” as distinguished from surveillance. While my response to what 
1M - mean by "operational" was spontaneous, doing things against ms, I guess it is o.k. 
and hshas to know what "operational" means for it has a special spook meaning.) 

faking any familiarity with ay 'writing and his having read the transcript, probably 
recently, together, there would seem to be a fair inference from this combination alone 
that there has been some interest in me. And adding to this his clear nervousness, of 
which his quaking hands was but one illustration (his uncertainty I take as another), ha 
is at best not comfortable about the whole thing. Maybe worried and there is a sufficient 
current interest to have triggered a current rundown on what is in the files. 

i. do not thins: it is normal for a spook general counsel who has apparently been 
a career spook to tremble in the presence of two men who are without any special influence 

or connections. Now if ho was in OSS in World War II and was in the office of the general 

counsel during Bud's employment as ^ong's counsel (which ended in 1968) he is pretty cert- 
ainly a csreerist in intelligence, even if he did. no fcomple te his education until after 
his military service, i. would no® assume his snaking to Be a medical problem or a general 
nervous condition 1 or he was made general counsel only recently. Which would seem to mean 
that; he is now disliiced by Mixonians. Shis is to say that our presence spooked him, ra»df» 
him this nervous. If we add other considerations, like his flash denials on Bud and persistence 
in them when the persistence was unreasonable, then it is reasonable to believe that he 
is rccij.lv uptight and that mis represents what lie knows and can anticipate. His comment 
on th - WG committee was close to emotional, one of the; few signs of feeling he gave. 

— did not address owher reasons to believe there is interest in me. Some of my for~ 
el&i correspondence, which HSa seems to watch, would attract it. Uggg, Czechoslovakia, 

East Germany that j. recall, aside from the Cubans in New York, which they watch bug, 

I have teen to two embassies they watch, but for literary reasons only: USSR, Orach. I have 
been to otters® x recall French. 

Berhaps when you hoar from him again we can place more meaning that I believe the 
loregoing makes possible, be haves a reading that wo can take as confirmation, or suilty 
knowledge and. of uneasiness ana uncertainty. I would hope we increased this. But that it 
noz enough to forecast: what they will or will not do or be willing to do or consider. In 
rhis connection, I th?nk our best course is to play it cool, to let what will develop in- 
dependently. I think more of use and interest will become public, even if I do not 
part in it® This is to say that I think our situation will improve without effort by us; 
and -®hat we can also improve it ourselves, especially if te learns what I "think he must if 
he did not know it yesterday. 

Amusing that the temporary parking permit does not say "CIA" on it. They are secret 
in these tiny ways? Way of life® 



